United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT

Ay

United Scates Distriet Court o

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

AQ-245 (6/74)

YEAR

L

MONTH

DAY

27

In the presence of the attorney for the government
the defendant appeared in person on this date

P—

COUNSEL L J WITHOUT COQUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.
L XIwiTHcounsEr  t_ Iaxxy Qullekmon, Metadned 0 . o . .
{Name of counsel} L
PLEA L1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that X NOLO CONTENDERE, I NOT GUILTY .
‘ there is a factual basis for the plea, EL
— L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a finding/vatRof x ou
20 GUILTY.
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of hitwing violated Titls 18, U.S.C.,
FINDING & \ 22(a) (Qand 924(a), a= ia the Information.
JUDGMENT »
- 7
Y} The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronaunced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: TNt
- FORE in the amamt of Fifty dollars ($50.00), payahle thethe Comxt Clerk
SENTENCE cn this date. )
OR
PROBATION
ORDER
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordercd that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the perlod of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issuc a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probatior. period.
>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
COMMITMENT and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
—_—
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY
Lx_l U.S. District Judge THIS DATE
[ | Uiii Miﬂlstrate ’ L -
{ )J)CLERK
pate _ 9-27-7RB = | { ) DEPUTY
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| United States of America vs. United Scates District Court ror
e e -1 L NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLANOMA __
OEFENDANT ~ ROBERT GREGORY GREER, a/k/a
GREG GREER
Lo — oockeT No. | 19~CR~-86 J

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER 10 140150

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P 9 20 7%

COUNSEL L3I WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

LXIWITHCOUNSEL L__ _Pat Williams and Jamas Pransein, Rataimed _ _ _ _ |

{Name of counsel}

- e Uy e At e e W - J Y P -
] 3
: PLEA LI GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that 1 ] NOLO CONTENDEREF: ax LN| OEUIIF;V
there is a factual basis for the plea,
BP9
N L__J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged SEP gl 1978
There being a Singligsg/verdict of )
LX 1 GUILTY. Jack €. Silver, Clark

i U, S. DISTRICT COURT
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 21, vU.s.cC.,

FINDING & \ Sections 846 and 841(a) (1) and Title 18, U.E.C., Section 2, as charged

JUDGMENT in ths Indictmsnt. ,
The Court finds that the dsfendant was 21 of age at the time
of conviction, and that he is wligible for handling andet the Youth
-

Y The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the cdntrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the coyrt adjudged the defendant giifty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is

hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General .or his.authorized representative for innseanmetdenaarsint R

treatment and supervision pursuant to Title 18, U.8.C., Sectiom
5018(b) until Aischarged by the U. 5. Parcole Commission, as provided

SEH;:M:E > by law. |

PRGBATION
GRDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
oF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is herehy ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a viclation occurring during the probation period. . : :

.>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment

[ TMEN
::::PglMMENT and commitment to the U.S, Mar-
shal vr other qualified officer.
DATION
—_
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

SIGNED BY _
I_x_v U.S. District Judga. p . THIS DATE
L1 U.5. Magistrate ’ BY e

{ }CLERK

H. DALE COOK ot 9a20-78 y ¢ )oEPUTY




SENTENCE

oA ?

I’HOBATID'N
ORDEB

SPECIAL

I CONDITIONS
- OF
PROBATIDN

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

PR s S S

RECOMMERN-
DATION

>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General -and recommends,

COMMITMEI\I'F .

_SIGNED BY

) ULs, District Judge

o L WS, Maglsteats ool L L

78-CR-92-C

DOCKET NO. S [_

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER A0 245 [FEH

In the presence of the attorney for the government

MONTH
the defendant appeared in person on this date

9

DAY

19

YEAR

78

P

COUNSEL L—d WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desirec to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel,
X jwiticounser 1 _ _Richard H. Reskin (Retained) =~ )
’ (Name of counsel)
X} GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that ~ |__*_.NOLO CONTENDER ) NOGUI
PLEA . there is a factual basis for the piea, s ) EF H E ﬁ o
L LI NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
Y There — ©SEP19 19
There being a findin - R !
_ & 1 GUILTY.
o g sy
. Defandam has been convicted.as charged of- the. offense(s) of . . o U 5 Bff’ ,\_E'f'{ P : :
B} =i [T
F'"“'"“ﬁ >having ‘'violated Title ha ﬂ.&.cm m&im lﬂBC&CZ). as charged 1n thc
. JUDGMENT (. xptmtion
3 - ‘ E x ,: E t w '

Y TFhe court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be promounced. Because no sufficient tause io the contrary

‘was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant gullty as chargnd and convicted and ordered th‘gw

ook el o

| Dafendant is Jointly llable with the defendant, Fraok J. Taylor in:
Case No. T8-CR-91-C for restitution to the U. 3. Gourt Clerk in the
sum of $1,811.60 at the rate of $50.00 per month b in October,
1978 ‘and continuing thereafter until the full amount aha}. have been
paid. In the event the defendant, ¥rank J. Taylor, . %0 _make any
monthly paywment then and in that ovent the defonmt cne ’ra;rlor

shall be liable for sueh payment.

In addition to the special conditions of prohanon im posed above;, It is hereby ordered that the general m-ndmons of probatlon set aut on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce of extend the period of probation, and at
any thme during the probation period or-within a maximum probatian period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
probation for a vielation gcpurring during the probation, pqﬂod. B s .

tt is ordered that the Clerk deliver ’
a certified copy of this judgment
and commitment to the U.5. Mar-

BRI P shal ot other qualified officer.
e CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON .3
S o THIS DATE
’ Jev___ .
. { )CLERK
_pate. __Qw19~78 ! { ) DEPUTY




ey

United States of America vs. United Swates District Court for
L. _FRANK J, TAYLOR | Nerthern Distrioct of Oxlahoms |

DEFENDANT
b - _ 1 DOCKET NO. P | _ 78-CR-91-C J

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

AC- 245 (6,74)

In the presence of the attorpey for the government MONTH DAY YEAR

the defendant appeared in person on this date — 9 19 78

COUNSEL L} WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel,

LXIWITHCOUNSEL _._ _ _ Riehard M. Raskin ABstained) _ _ ]

{Name of counsel}

&) GUILTY, and the court being satisfied thax i I NOLO CONTENDERE, B pojGui
PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea, r L |€ D
LTY. Defendant is discharged
e L—I NOTGUI g op _
There being a finding /SRR &P 15 1978
LXJ GUILTY. ‘

Jaet £ Qitve .

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of i S Baﬂ'f%iflgrr’ (‘Ior f

' \ 1HCT oy
t FNDINGE L. nawing violated Title 32, U.S.C., Sestion 1383(a)(2) and Title ¥3,
WDGMENT [ U.3.C., Seetion 1383(a)(3), ae charged in Informstion =~

Counts I, IX, IIXI, IV and V: The imposition of sentenee is suspended
and defendant is hereby placed on prodation for a perioed of three (3)
SENTENCE years.
OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL The special condition of probation is that defendant make restitution

conpitions ( t© the U. 3. Court Clerk in the sum of 41 811.60 at the rate of $50.00
OF per month beginning in October, 1978 until such time as the full
PROBATION amount shall have been paid. S

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is_hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue 2 warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurnng during the probation period. IRT fup,t

T kT L e e e B

?The court erders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

T is ordered that the Clerk deliver

CDMMITMENT a certified copy of this judgment

RECOMMEN and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
DATION shal or other qualified officer.
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

SIGNED BY -

L1 u.5. District Judgs - : ) THIS DATE

L_t U.5. Magistrate ’ 3 ,.f" i Vey

<

= { JCLERK

Date 9 !9 7& { ) DEPUTY




~ \ -~ FILED

SEP 191978
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA Jack C. Silver, Clerk

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, U'S'DBTMCTFOURT

Plaintiff-Respondent,

v. NOS. 78-C-121-B

)
)
)
) 76~CR-123
JIMMY RAY LEE, )
Defendant-Movant. )
ORDER

The Court has for consideration the pro se, in forma pauperis,
motion pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2255 filed by Robert Jerry Lee. The
cause has been assigned civil Case No. 78~C-121-B and docketed in his
criminal Case No. 76-CR-123. »

Movant is a prisoner in the Federal Correctional Institution,
Seagoville, Texas, pursuant to conviction upon his plea of guilty to
an indictment charging in Count One, conspiracy to take, carry away
and steal property having a value in excess of $100 which was moving
as and constituted an interstate shipment, with intent to convert it
to his own use in violation of 18 U.S5.C. § 371. Count Two charged the
substantive offense in violation of 18 U.S5.C. § 659. On September 23,
1976, Defendant, Movant herein, was sentenced to three years imprison-
ment on each count, to run concurrently with each other, and concurrently
with the sentence Defendant was then serving in the Federal Institution,
Texarkana, Texas.

In his § 2255 motion, Movant demands his release from custody and
as grounds therefor claims that he is being deprived of his rights
guaranteed by the Constitution of -the United States of America. 1In .

particular, Movant claims that:

1. His plea of guilty was unlawfully induced and not made
voluntarily with understanding of the nature of the
charges and consequences of the plea, and in contraven-
tion of the plea agreement.

2. His counsel was ineffective in advising him as to the
consequences of a plea.

3. The Trial Court did not order a pre-sentence investiga-
tion and report prior to passing sentence which adversely
affected his eligibility for parole.
The Court recalls the plea and sentence of Jimmy Ray Lee, and has
carefully reviewed the motion, response, criminal file, and transcript

of the plea and sentence. Being fully advised in the premises, the

Court finds that the Movant's contentions are clearly refuted by tr




record precluding the necessity for an evidentiary hearing, and the
motion is without merit and should be overruled.

Movant's plea of guilty on September 23, 1976, was in full con:
formity with Rule 11, Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure, and constitu-
tional safeguards. The charges and maximum possible sentence were ex-
plained to the Defendant by the Court. It was carefully determined that
his plea of guilty was entered of his own free choice, without force,
threat or promise. Defendant stated that he was satisfied with his at-
torney. The plea agreement was placed fully on the record by defense
and prosecution counsel, and Deferfdant stated that the plea agreement
was correct and as he understood it. After making certain that the De-
fendant understood that the Court had not participated in any plea
bargaining, was not bound by any plea agreement, and was free to impose
the maximum sentence as explained to him, the Court accepted the plea
agreement and informed Defendant that he would receive the sentence as
recommended in the bargain or one more favorable to him, and sentence
was imposed in accordance with the plea agreement. The Defendant admitted
committing the crimes charged. His plea was taken while he was under
ocath, after the Court had explained, "You will now be placed on oath,
subject to criminal prosecution and punishment for any false statement
you may make or perjury you commit connected with and relevant to your
plea; do you understand that?"

Neither Court nor counsel is under any obligation to explain the
Parole Commission's application of its guidelines prior to or at the
time of plea or sentence, but only must insure that the Defendant under-
stands the minimum and maximum sentence provided by law for the offenses
committed. A plea of guilty is a solemn act not be to disregarded be-

cause of belated misgivings about the wisdom of the same. United States

V. Woosley,440 F.2d 1280 (8th Cir. 1971); Chaney v. United States, No.

76-1116 Unreported (1l0th Cir. filed Jan. 4, 1977). Movant's first two
claims that his plea and sentence were invalid and his counsel ineffec-
tive because the conviction in the case here challenged resulted in a
lengthening of the period before he would receive parole consideration
on his prior sentence under the Parole Commission's application of its

guidelines is without merit and does not support collateral relief in

i3 Court.
_2..




Movant's third contention that the Court did not obtain a pre-
sentence report prior to sentencing which adversely affected his being
considered for parole is equally‘without merit. .

Rule 32(c), Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure, provides in per-
tinent part,"The probation service of the court shall make a presentence
investigation.and report to the court before the imposition of sentence

or the granting of probation unless, with the permission of the court,

the defendant waives a presentence investigation and report, " (Em-

phasis added) Immediately following the Court's acceptance of the Mo-
vant's guilty plea, Movant's coungel stated in regard to the presenténce
report:

"MR. STAINER: He desires to waive.

"DEFENDANT LEE: Yes, sir, I do.

"THE COURT: Do you concur, Mr. Bryant?

“MR. BRYANT: I have no objection, Your Honor."
The Court, with this waiver of & presentence report by Defendant, his
counsel, and the prosecuting attorney, permitted the waiver; and after
questioning the Defendant, personally, as to any prior record, proceeded
to impose the sentence as recommended in the plea agreement.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the motion pursuant to 28 U.S.C,
§ 2255 of Jimmy Ray Lee be and it is hereby overruled and dismissed.

Dated this [flﬁ day of September, 1978, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

CHIEF 3UDGE, UNITED STATES DISTRICT

COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
OKLAHOMA




FILED
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
Northezrn District of Oklahoma SEP 151978

Jack C. Silver, Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

United States of America Criminal No. 77-CR-=50

VE.

MELVIN NICHOLAS CLIFTON ) FILED

SEP ¢ = g7
ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Jack C. Silver, Clerk
Pursuant to Rule 4B(a) of the Federal Rules of CridL@DISTRICT COUkT

Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States

Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma

hereby dismisses the Indictment against only
(indictment, information, complaint}

Melvin Nicholas Clifton, gefendant.

F ted States Attorn

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the foregoing dismissal.

LI L

Thited States District Judge

Date: Wu/;g’ /978

DOJ

FORM OBD-113

8-27-74




FI1LED
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SEP 141978
Northern District of Oklahoma
és G, S!gr Clers
U, 8, BISTRIAT €U
Criminal No. 78-CR~77-C

United States of America

VE.

LARRY JAMES DODSON

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal

Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States
District of _ oklabhoma

Northern
against

Attorney for the
hereby diamisses the

Larry James Dodson defendant.

Indictment
(indictment, information, complaint)

HUBERT H. BRYANT
United States Attorney

e o -

Asst . Unite@Z8tates Attorney\ )

Leave of court is granted for %“he filing of the foregolng dismissal.

United States District Judge

1978

Date: September /7 .
FORM OBD-113

8-27-74

POl




United Secates Distriet Court ror

United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT JERRY, XEY
TI-CR-119-B

I DOCKET NO. )— 1

LB UPPLENEBNTAL —— —— —

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER  ao0-zes /1

MONTH PAY YEAR

In the presence of the attorney for the government

the defendant appeared in person on this date P 9 14 78

COUNSEL L.—J WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appainted by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

{Name of counset) F- l L E D

PLEA | GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L_X | NOLO CONTENDERE, NOT GUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea, SEP {4 '978

CXywiTHcounseL L _Pat Malloy -Retained

L——J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

E SNomy P
There being a finding/ VDR of sheoawp T Dierk
X1 GUILTY. AL A
R
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense{s} of w violated Titls 21, U.8.C.,
FINDING & & Section 841(a) (1), umm&m |
JUDGMENT
1
3 ________‘_/
\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
= was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed 1o the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of
Right {8) mimths and further oxdered that the defendemt mmy become eligible
for paxole at sxh time as the Pmxvls Camission may detarmine as provided in
SENTENCE Title 18, U.5.C., Ssction 425() (2).
OR
PROBATION nmmmmmmmmmmm
ORDER of Thres (3) yesxs as vaquired by ¥. 21, U.8.C., Sec. 841(b) {1) (A).
_' IX IS FURTHER ADRDGED timt the defendant simll receive credit on this
- mﬁnmm-ﬂthmm&hnmmwh
SARtEnOS.
1 SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
of
PROBATION
AGDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation sct out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within a maximum probations period of five years permitted by faw, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurning during the probation period. .
>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
COMMITMENT a ceruﬂed_copy of this judgment |
RECOMMEN and commitment {0 the U.S. Mar-
: shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
- /
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY Ny
THIS DATE

k- |_:J U.5. District Judge ’ .
sttt A e

{ )CLERK

Date ___...._&M—_————J_ ( }DEPUTY




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN District of OKLAHOMA
United States of America Criminal No. 78-CR-55
VB« F ’
PAUL HALL, ) L E D
SEP 13 1978
Jack C, sji
OFDER FOR DISHISSAL U.'S. DiSTRICT couy

Pursuant to Rule 4B8(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal

Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States

Attorney for the _ Northern District of Oklahoma

hereby dismisses the _ Indictment against
(indictment, information, complaint)

Paul Hall, defendant.

Asst, United States Attorney

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the foregoing dismissal.

Iy Date toots

United States Distriect Judge

Date: ,(DT,'ZLW/@ /1978

DOJ

FORM OBD-113

8-27-74




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

)
Plaintiff, )
v. ) NO. 78-CR-53-B
)
MORRIS GENE FERGUSON, )
Defendant. )
O RDER

The Court has received a written reguest from the Defendant, Morris
Gene Ferguson, regarding his senténce imposed July 14, 1978, to 36 months,
72 days confinement in a jail-type institution to be served on weekends,
and the remainder on probation.

Defendant asks that he be permitted to serve the remaining 60 days
of his 72-day, jail-type confinement in a continuous 60-day period
rather than on weekends. The Court, being fully advised in the premises,

finds that the request should be granted.

IT IS SO ORDERED this {§E§ day of September, 1978, at Tulsa,

Oklahoma.

Ci;é&x 52?4ﬁégizuﬂaqsxu*“’"*”“_;

CHIEYF JUDGE, UNITED STATES DISTRICT
COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
OKLAHOMA

=L E D

SEP 121078 3

Jack C. Silver, Ciork
U. S. DISTRICT COURT




R R FY, &
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA o lerk
O -.;..u.‘;‘ ""E‘\'
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) [ 'F LUU‘I
Plaintiff, ) :
v. ) NO.; 78-CR-24-8
)
TERRY DEANE COLLINSON, )
Defendant. )
ORDER

In this cause set for jury trial this date, Defendant has made oral
motion for dismissal of the indictment on the grounds of unnecessary de-
lay in contravention of the Speedy Trial Act and Local Court Plan under
said Act, upon announcement by th€ Government that a material and key
witness is still unavailable for the prosecution to proceed to trial.

In reviewing the proceedings, the Court finds that the indictment
was returned February 9, 1978. Prior retained counsel was permitted by
the Court to withdraw on April 4, 1978. Present counsel made entry of
appearance April 10, 1978, and filed a written waiver of speedy trial
that same date. Defendant was granted an extension of time. On June 6,
1978, Defendant filed waiver of jury trial to which the Government ob-
jected and declined to consent pursuant to Rule 23(a), Federal Rules of
Criminal Procedure. The Government's motion for continuance due to the
unavailability of material and key witnesses, Mr. and Mrs. Rogers, was
granted June 8, 1978, with no objection from Defendant. Again, on July 7,
1978, the Government's second motion for continuance due to the unavail-
ability of Mrs. Rogers was granted, with no defense objection.

The Court finds that to date ‘the accused has been most cooperative
regarding continuances herein. However, he now, seven months after in-
dictment, demands trial or dismissal of the charges. Defendant's motion
should be sustained in accordance with the spirit of the Speedy Trial Act
and Rule 48(b), Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the indictment against Terry Deane
Collinson and this case be and they are hereby dismissed.

Done in open Court this 11th day of September, 1978, at Tulsa, Okla-

homa.

CHIEF JUDGE, UNITED STATES DISTRICT

COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
OKLAHOMA




DEFENDANT

United States of America vs.

b e e I DOCKET NO. 3= | 78-CR-85 }

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER ¢ 245 610

In the presénce of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
, the defendant appeared in person on this date - 9 8 78
COUNSEL L3 WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.
__XIWITHCOUNSEL .. _ _ _ _ _ Joweph ¥. Clark, Jr., Court Appointed = |
{Name of counsel)
P L—x! GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that i ] NOLO CONTENDERE, ! IINOLGUIEY D
LEA there is a factual basis for the plea,
TN L) NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged SEP 8 1978
There being a finding/yeathiegof
X GUILTY. Jack C. Sitver, Clayk
A ﬁ ﬂl q’!r?'% !‘”ﬁ”"f‘
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of hawving violated t14'18,;" PR
FINDING & >~ Section 656, as charged in the Indictment.
JUDGMENT - Coa . . - o
] ' Tt ‘is the fipding of the Court that the defendant was 23 years of
age at the time of convigkisn, and that thare are reasgnable grounds
to belisve she would bemefit from handling under the Pederal: Eouth .
—_ A :

) The court asked whether defendant had: anything o say why judgment shoirtd not'be pronounced. Becaisse no sufficient cause to the contrary
was_shown, or appeated to the ‘court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as. gharged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for ; "

treatment and supervision under the Federal Youth Correction Act,
pursuant to Title 18, U.5.C., Section 5010(a).
SENTENCE &
OR The execution of the sentence is suspended and the defendant is
PROBATION placed on probation for a period of Five (5) Years from this date.
ORDER
In addition to the usual conditions of probation, the defendant
is to obtain a job and make restitution in the amount of $6,000.00
at a rate of payment to be monitored by the Probation Department.
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
oF
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation period. :
>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
tt is ordered that the Clerk deliver
COMMITMENT a certified copy of this judgment
RECOMMEN and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
DATION : shal or other qualified officer.
-/
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY
‘T_. U.S. District Judge THIS DATE
| ] U.S, Magistrate BY o —— e —

{ JCLERK

H. DALE COOK Date  _g_pg_78 | { )} DEPUTY




FILED
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
Northern District of Oklahoma SEP 51973

Jack Silver ¢
. . Cl
Us DISTRICT CO?JT?(T

United States of America Criminal No. 78-CR-77

VE.
LARRY JAMES DODSON

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal

Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States

Attorney for the Northern Distriet of Oklahoma

hereby dismissed%X¥ Count 23 of the Indictment against
(indictment, information, complaint)

Laxry James Dodson defendant.

HUBERT H. BRYANT
United States Attorney

ABS{- Un:t‘t‘.ed.’i States Att%ey

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the foregoing dismissal.

2,

Uhited States District Judge

Date: September S5 , 1978
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U. S DISTRICT gogrr

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

Criminal No. 78-CR~77~C

United States of America

VEe.
LARRY JAMES DODSON

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursusnt to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal

Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States

Attorney for the Northern District of _Oklahoma
hereby dismisses XK& __ Count III of the Indictment against

Indictment, information, complaint

Larry James Dodson, defendant.

HUBERT H. BRYANT
United States Attorney

AdS é «United Sb?‘ate ) Attorng

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the foregoing dismissal.

J /4L '

United States District Judge

Date: September 5 , 1978
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
‘ NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES COF AMERICA,

)
)
Plaintiff, )
alntil ) /
vs. ) No. 76-CR~53-C
)
DEBORAH KAY SEIGEL, )
)
Defendant. ) F: l l- E: [)
SEP 1 1977 V7
ORDER .

Jack C. Silver, Clerl

The defendant, Deborah Kay Seigel, entellj‘.eg. glsg!ile?l %OPRT
guilty to an indictment charging her with a violation of
Title 21 U.S.C. § 846. She was sentenced on July 23, 1976
to treatment and supervision under the Youth Corrections
Act, Title 18 U.S.C. § 5010(b). The Court at that time also
imposed a special parole term of three years.

Rule 35 of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure
provides that "[t]lhe court may correct an illegal sentence
at any time . . . ." The Court is now of the opinion that
the imposition of a special parole term following a YCA
sentence is not authorized by law. For that reason, the
sentence heretofore imposed on the defendant, Deborah Kay
Seigel, is hereby corrected to eliminate the three-year

special parole term.

It is so Ordered this qgf/'li day of August, 1977.

H. DALE COOK
United States District Judge




